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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Examiner held that newly amended claim 8 contained new matter 
not originally disclosed in the specification (fig. 3, step 315 being the predetermined period of time of the method of 
claim 8 [specification, page 11, lines 16-19], whereas only a different method of fig. 2 having a different predetermined 
period of time in step 21 5 has support for a maximum round trip delay [specification, page 7, line 30 to page 8, line 4]). 
In order to advance prosecution, Applicant's representative agreed to cancel claim 8 so that the application may be 
allowed. 
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